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We investigate operator growth in a bipartite kicked coupled tops (KCT) system with out-of-time ordered
correlators (OTOC). Due to the conservation of total magnetization, the system admits a decomposition into
distinct invariant subspaces. Initially focusing on the largest invariant subspace, we observe that, under strong
coupling, the OTOC growth rate correlates remarkably well with the classical Lyapunov exponent. For the
case of scrambling in the mixed phase space, we invoke Percival’s conjecture to partition the eigenstates of the
Floquet map into regular and chaotic. We notice that the scrambling rate in the chaotic subspace is quantified by
OTOCs calculated with respect to a random state constructed from the mixture of chaotic eigenstates described
above. We then consider the total system and study OTOCs for different types of initial operators, including the
case of random operators where the operators are chosen randomly from the Gaussian unitary ensemble. We
observe that the presence of a conserved quantity results in different types of scrambling behaviors for various
choices of initial operators depending on whether the operators commute with the symmetry operator. When the
operators are random, the averaged OTOC is related to the linear entanglement entropy of the Floquet operator,
as found in earlier works. More importantly, we derive a simple expression for the averaged OTOC when
random operators commute with the symmetry operator. Our results offer (i) fresh insights into scrambling in
mixed-phase space - a domain that has not been comprehensively explored before and (ii) implications of the
conserved quantities on the scrambling of information.

I. INTRODUCTION

Chaos in classical physics is closely related to non-
integrability, ergodicity, complexity, entropy production, and
thermalization, which are central to the study of many-body
physics and classical statistical mechanics. The quantum me-
chanics of systems whose classical counterparts are chaotic,
generally known as quantum chaos, aims to extend these ideas
to the quantum domain. In classical physics, the sensitive de-
pendence on initial conditions implies chaos. A naive gener-
alization of classical chaos to the quantum domain fails due
to the unitarity of quantum evolutions. Hence, it is necessary
to find the signatures of chaos through various other means
in quantum systems. Many quantities, such as level spacing
statistics [1], entanglement entropy [2, 3], out-of-time ordered
correlators (OTOCs) [4], and tri-partite mutual information
[5], have emerged as powerful tools to characterize the chaos
in quantum systems. OTOCs are particularly interesting due
to their usefulness in characterizing various features of quan-
tum many-body systems. Originally introduced in the theory
of superconductivity [6], the OTOCs are being studied with
renewed interest in the context of quantum many-body sys-
tems [7–11], quantum chaos [4, 5, 12–17], many-body local-
ization [18–22] and holographic systems[23, 24]. The early
time growth rate of OTOCs, in particular, is being actively
studied[10, 13, 15, 25–38], which is a quantum counterpart of
the classical Lyapunov exponent (LE).

In order to define the OTOC, consider two local Hermitian
or unitary operators A and B acting on two disjoint local sub-
systems of a given system with the dimensions dA and dB,
respectively. Then, a function of the commutator, namely the
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squared commutator, is given by

C(t) =
1
2
⟨ψ|[A(t), B]†[A(t), B]|ψ⟩, (1)

where A(t) = U†(t)A(0)U(t) and U represents system’s time
evolution operator. For the sake of simplicity and experimen-
tal feasibility, the state |ψ⟩ is usually taken to be the maximally
mixed state — I/dAdB, where dA and dB denote subsystem di-
mensions. In this text, we consider Hermitian operators for
OTOC calculations. Then, the commutator function becomes
C(t) = C2(t) −C4(t), where

C2(t) =
Tr

(
A2(t)B2

)
dAdB

and C4(t) =
Tr(A(t)BA(t)B)

dAdB
. (2)

Here, C2(t) is a time-ordered two-point correlator, and C4(t)
represents the four-point correlator function. C4(t) possesses
an unusual time ordering, which is why it is referred to
as OTOC (Out-of-Time-Ordered Correlator). The four-point
correlator is the dominant factor driving the total commutator
function C(t). Hence, we use the terms OTOC and commuta-
tor function interchangeably to denote the same quantity C(t).

In the semiclassical limit (ℏ → 0), the Poisson bracket re-
places the commutator. For A = X̂ and B = P̂, the semiclas-
sical limit implies {X(t), P}2 = (δX(t)/δX(0))2 ∼ e2λt, where
λ denotes the maximum Lyapunov exponent (LE), which is
positive for chaotic systems. The correspondence principle
states that the dynamics of expectation values of observables
in a quantum system follow corresponding classical equations
of motion until a time known as Ehrenfest’s time (tEF) that
depends on the dynamics of the system. Hence, for the quan-
tum systems whose classical analog is chaotic, one can ex-
pect that the OTOCs grow exponentially until the Ehrenfest
time tEF which scales with the system dimension (dim) and
the LE as ∼ log(dim)/λ. Though the early time growth rate
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of OTOC correlates well with the LE for many chaotic sys-
tems, it is worthwhile to note that the exponential growth may
not always represent chaos [39–43]. Moreover, in finite tem-
perature systems, the growth rate is bounded by 2π/β [4, 44].
For t > tEF, quantum corrections (non-zero ℏ) start dominat-
ing, resulting in the breakdown of the quantum-classical cor-
respondence for the OTOC.

Recently, OTOCs have been found to have various inter-
esting connections to other probes of quantum chaos such as
spectral form factors [45], participation ratio [34], universal
level statistics [37], operator entanglement entropy [46], tri-
partite mutual information [5], Loschmidt echo [35], frame
potentials, and unitary designs [47]. OTOCs have also been
investigated in systems with very few qubits and observed
that the signatures of short-time exponential growth can still
be found in such systems [48]. Another intriguing feature of
OTOC is that in multipartite systems, the growth of OTOC is
related to spreading an initially localized operator across the
system degrees of freedom. The commutator-Poisson bracket
connection gives an analog of the classical separation of two
trajectories with quantum mechanical operators replacing the
classical phase space trajectories. Under chaotic many-body
dynamics, an initially simple local operator becomes increas-
ingly complex and will have its support grown over many sys-
tem degrees of freedom, thereby making the initially local-
ized quantum information at later times hidden from the local
measurements [5, 8, 15, 49]. As the operator evolves in the
Heisenberg picture under chaotic dynamics, it will start to be-
come incompatible with any other operator with which it com-
mutes initially. Bi-partite systems are the simplest multipar-
tite settings to study such a scenario. In this paper, we study
the dynamics of OTOCs in the kicked coupled tops (KCT),
a bipartite system with a well-defined classical limit. To this
effect, a ”coupled kicked tops” system has been previously
studied [26] where two kicked tops that independently exhibit
chaos were weakly coupled. In contrast, our system’s mech-
anism of coupling and chaos is the same as we discuss in the
next section.

This paper is structured as follows. In section II, we review
some of the details of the KCT model. Section III is devoted
to analyzing information scrambling in the KCT model. In
section III A and III B, we examine scrambling in the largest
subspace for the fully chaotic and mixed phase space regimes,
respectively. In section III C and III D, we consider the entire
system KCT system and study the scrambling for two different
initial operator choices. Section IV is devoted to the cases of
random operators, wherein we show that the OTOC for the
random operators is connected to the operator entanglement
and coherent generating power of the time evolution operator.
Finally, we conclude the text in section V.

II. MODEL: KICKED COUPLED TOP

The kicked coupled top (KCT) model, originally introduced
in [50], is governed by the following Hamiltonian:

FIG. 1. Poincaré surface of sections corresponding to different cou-
pling strengths (along the rows) and different sectors of Fz (along
the columns). The kicking strength β is kept constant at π/2. Panels
(a)-(c) illustrate the case where Fz/

√
|I||J| = 0. Along the row, the

coupling strengths are α = 1/2, 3/2, and 6 from left to right, respec-
tively. In panels (d)-(f), Fz/

√
|I||J| = 1, while panels (g)-(i) illustrate

Fz/
√
|I||J| = 1.99. For α = 1/2, the phase space in the sectors close

to Fz = 0 remains mostly regular across all Fz sectors. However,
α = 3/2 and α = 6 correspond to mixed and fully chaotic phase
spaces. The phase space maintains regularity for all the couplings in
the smaller sectors that are close to |Fz|/

√
|I||J| = 2.

H =
α
√
|I||J|

I.J + β
∞∑

n=−∞

δ(t − nτ)Jz, (3)

where α and β denote coupling strength and kicking strength,
respectively. For simplicity, we take |I| = |J| = J. The sys-
tem evolution can be understood as alternating rotations of J
around z-axis, followed by a precession of I and J about the
total angular momentum vector F = I + J by an angle propor-
tional to α|F|. Total magnetization along z-axis (Fz = Îz+ Ĵz) is
the only known constant motion in this system. The absence
of enough conserved quantities leads to non-integrability, re-
sulting in chaotic behavior when α is sufficiently large.

Phase space structures of the KCT model can be simulated
using SO(3) matrices. Conservation of Fz allows the decom-
position of the entire system into invariant sectors, each with a
constant Fz value ranging from 0 to ±2J. The Poincaré surface
sections corresponding to three different Fz sectors, namely,
Fz = 0, 1 and 1.99 are shown in Fig. (1) for a few different
α values. In the absence of coupling, the system remains in-
tegrable. As α increases, the chaos slowly starts to build up,
and for α ≳ 6, the system becomes fully chaotic in most of
the Fz sectors. Fig. (2a) shows the illustration of maximum
LE vs. α calculated using Benettin’s algorithm [51] in Fz = 0
section. The plot suggests that the growth of the average Lya-
punov exponent versus the coupling strength is logarithmic
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FIG. 2. (a) Illustration of the maximum Lyapunov exponent vs. cou-
pling strength α in the Fz = 0 sector. At every α, the exponent is
averaged over 103 initial conditions. The plot suggests that the av-
erage Lyapunov exponent in the largest invariant subspace (λFz=0)
follows an approximately logarithmic law. (b) The Lyapunov expo-
nent is calculated for different values of Fz. The interaction strength
and the kicking parameter are kept fixed at 6 and π/2, respectively.

.

— λ ∼ log(α). Interestingly, this is very similar to the ana-
lytical calculation of LE done for the kicked top in Ref. [52].
Moreover, as Fz increases, the area of the corresponding phase
space sector decreases. As a result, the largest Lyapunov ex-
ponent λFz , which roughly scales like ∼ log(Area), decreases.
Fig. (2b) illustrates the maximum Lyapunov exponent (λFz )
vs. Fz for a fixed α. We observe that λFz decreases linearly
with Fz.

In the quantum regime, the evolution of the system is given
by the following Floquet operator:

Û = exp
{
−iα
√

IJ
I.J

}
exp

{
−iβĴz

}
, (4)

where I.J = Îx Ĵx + Îy Ĵy + Îz Ĵz The quantum version of the
KCT is also non-integrable due to insufficient conservation
laws. In the uncoupled representation, the elements of Û can
be written as follows:

Um1m2,m3m4 =

2J∑
F=|M|

e−i α
2
√
|I||J|

F(F+1)e−iβm4CF,M
I,m1;J,m2

CF,M
I,m3;J,m4

, (5)

where CF,M
I,mi;J,m j

= ⟨F,M|I,mi; J,m j⟩ denote Clebsch-Gordan

coefficients. Similar to its classical counterpart, Û also admits
a decomposition into various invariant subspaces character-
ized by the quantum number Fz — U = ⊕Fz UFz , where Fz
runs from −2J to 2J. As a result, Um1m2,m3m4 = 0 whenever
|m1 + m2| , |m3 + m4|. Moreover, the dimension of each sub-
space is related to Fz as d = 2J + 1 − |Fz|.

An interesting feature of quantum chaos is its connections
with random matrix theory (RMT). As the KCT is a time-
periodic system, the time evolution is governed by a Floquet
unitary. Dyson introduced three random unitary ensembles
[53], namely circular unitary ensemble (CUE), circular or-
thogonal ensemble (COE), and circular symplectic ensemble
(CSE) based on their properties under time-reversal operation.
If a system exhibits chaos in the classical limit (ℏ → 0), the
spectral statistics of its evolution align with one of the three

random unitary ensembles. In the present case, we consider
the generalized time-reversal operation and see that the system
under study is invariant under the time-reversal operation.

T = eiβĴz K, (6)

where K is complex conjugation in the uncoupled product ba-
sis. Since both Îy and Ĵy change sign under conjugation, while
the x and z components of the angular momentum remain un-
affected,

KĴzK = Ĵz; K(I · J)K = I · J. (7)

Hence,

TUτT−1 =
(
eiβĴz K

) (
e−iα̃I·Je−iβĴz

) (
Ke−iβĴz

)
(8)

= eiβĴz
(
eiα̃I·JeiβĴz

)
e−iβĴz

= eiβĴz eiα̃I·J = U†τ .

As a result, the dynamics are invariant under time reversal
operation. Moreover, T 2 = 1, hence there is no Kramer’s
degeneracy. Hence, COE is the appropriate unitary ensemble
for the KCT model.

Significant efforts have been put into understanding the dy-
namics of the OTOCs in generic many-body quantum sys-
tems both in the presence and absence of conserved quantities.
Conserved quantities have been shown to slow the information
scrambling [54]. Moreover, the OTOCs will exhibit a diffu-
sive relaxation if one of the operators has a non-zero overlap
with the symmetry operator [9, 10]. The effect of conserva-
tion laws on scrambling has recently been studied in the con-
text of holographic CFTs [55, 56]. Furthermore, if a many-
body system with a conservation law follows the Eigenstate
Thermalization Hypothesis (ETH), the OTOCs will exhibit al-
gebraic relaxation towards the equilibrium value [57]. The
works mentioned above investigated the dynamics of OTOCs
in the context of many-body systems without obvious classical
limits. However, there remains to be a gap in understanding
the implications of conservation law on operator growth when
the system has a smooth classical limit. Our work has two
main goals: (i) Investigating operator growth dynamics for the
time-reversal invariant KCT, which conserves total magneti-
zation along the z-axis and (ii) Examining scrambling within
the mixed-phase space.

III. INFORMATION SCRAMBLING IN THE KCT MODEL

From the previous section, we observe that the KCT model
conserves the total magnetization F̂z = Îz+Ĵz, i.e., [Û, F̂z] = 0,
leading to decomposition into invariant subspaces. In this sys-
tem, scrambling is mainly driven by the largest subspace dy-
namics, but the near-integrable dynamics in smaller subspaces
somewhat offset it. Classically, as one moves away from the
Fz = 0 sector, the corresponding area of the Poincaré sec-
tion associated with each sector gradually decreases (see the
Poincaré surface of sections in Fig. 1). In particular, near
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FIG. 3. (a) The figure illustrates OTOC growth in the largest sub-
space for three different couplings, with fixed J = 1000. In (b), corre-
sponding early-time exponential growth is shown on a semi-log plot.
Panels (c) and (d) demonstrate OTOC growth for a chaotic α = 6 for
varying J values. The plots are normalized by plotting by dividing
the OTOC with CFz=0, the infinite time average of the OTOC.

|Fz| = 2J, the area tends to vanish, leading to highly local-
ized dynamics. This results in vanishingly small Lyapunov
exponents — λ|Fz |≫0 ≈ 0 (see Fig. 2b). Accordingly, despite
strong coupling, the corresponding quantum dynamics tend to
become more regular. Therefore, we have regular dynamics
for Fz close to ±2J, and the OTOC behavior is oscillatory.
Hence, the OTOCs calculated within these subspaces do not
show the characteristic short-time exponential growth and typ-
ically take longer to relax. As Fz is varied away from ±2J, the
dynamics becomes non-integrable and eventually chaotic. In
the following, we will begin by examining scrambling in the
largest subspace, emphasizing OTOC dynamics in the chaotic
and mixed phase space regimes. Afterward, we will analyze
the OTOC dynamics for two pairs of initial operators, namely,
(Îz, Ĵz) — where both operators commute with F̂z, and (Îx, Ĵx)
— where neither operator commutes with the total magneti-
zation F̂z.

A. OTOC in the largest invariant subspace

Unlike smaller subspaces (|Fz| ≫ 0), at sufficiently strong
coupling (α ≳ 6), the subspaces close to Fz = 0 are predom-
inantly chaotic. Here, we numerically study the OTOC for
a pair of operators acting exclusively on the largest invariant
subspace (Fz = 0) of the KCT model. The corresponding Flo-

FIG. 4. Relaxation dynamics as probed by the quantity 1 −
C(nτ)/CFz=0. Panel (a) corresponds to the relaxation of the OTOC
illustrated in Fig. 3a, and panel (b) shows the relaxation dynamics
corresponding to Fig. 3c.

quet evolution, in the Fz = 0, can be written as follows:

ÛFz=0 =

2J∑
F=0

∑
m1,m2

e−i( α
2J F(F+1)+βm2)CF,0

I,m1;J,−m1
CF,0

I,m2;J,−m2
|m1⟩⟨m2|.

(9)
Here, the indices m1 and m2 run from −J to J, implying that
the unitary acts on (2J + 1)-dimensional Hilbert space.

For the OTOC calculations, we take the initial operators
A = B = Ŝ z. In the classical limit, for chaotic systems,
the Ehrenfest time scales as tEF ∼ log(dim)/λcl. Within this
timescale, CFz=0(t) shows exponential growth. The supporting
numerical results are shown in Fig. 3. Figure 3a illustrates the
operator growth for different values of α by plotting the nor-
malized OTOC — CFz=0(nτ)/CFz=0 versus time. Here, CFz=0
denotes infinite time average of CFz=0(t) and is given by

CFz=0 = lim
t→∞

1
t

∫ t

0
CFz=0(t)dt

=
1

(2J + 1)2

∑
m

[A2]mm[B2]mm − [Amm]2[Bmm]2

−
∑
m,n

(AmmAnnBmnBnm + AmnAnmBmmBnn)

 , (10)

where Amn = ⟨Em|A|En⟩ etc. and ÛFz=0 =
∑

n e−iϕn |En⟩⟨En|

denotes the eigen-decomposition of the subspace Floquet op-
erator. In the figure, the angular momentum is kept fixed at
J = 1000. The figure shows that the growth rate increases
with α. Moreover, for α = 3/2, the classical phase space
has a mix of regular islands and the chaotic sea. This results
in a slower OTOC growth than the fully chaotic cases, as il-
lustrated in the figure 3a. We elaborate more on the mixed-
phase space OTOC dynamics in the next subsection. Fig-
ure 3b demonstrates the corresponding early-time exponential
growths of the OTOCs plotted in 3a. In Fig. 3c and 3d, we
show the OTOC growth for the fully chaotic phase space for
different dimensions by taking α = 6. The corresponding nu-
merical results yield a quantum exponent of λquant ≈ 1.67 for
J = 4000, closely matching the classical LE, λcl ≈ 1.55, indi-
cating a good classical-quantum correspondence. A detailed
presentation of the quantum exponents for different J-values
is given in the table. I.
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FIG. 5. Illustration of the OTOC growth when the system is associ-
ated with the mixed phase space in the classical phase space. We fix
α = 3/2, β = π/2 and J = 1000. In the figure, the blue curve rep-
resents the OTOC growth with respect to the maximally mixed state.
The orange curve corresponds to the statistical mixture of the chaotic
Floquet states: ρchaotic =

1
2J+1

∑k
i=0 |Ei⟩⟨Ei|, where {|Ei⟩}

k
i=0 represents

a subset of chaotic Floquet states and k < 2J + 1. We have taken 103

chaotic Floquet states to construct ρchaotic.

A sharp relaxation to the saturation follows the initial
growth. While the short-time behavior of the OTOCs is
well-studied and understood, the relaxation is relatively un-
explored, with only a few studies. For example, exponential
relaxation has been found in random quantum circuit models
[58] and maximally chaotic Floquet systems [59]. Relaxation
in weakly coupled bipartite systems with chaotic subsystems
has been studied in Ref. [26]. Given a localized state |ψ⟩
and a fully chaotic Û, randomization of the state implies that
|⟨ψ|Û t |ψ⟩|2 ∼ e−γt ∼ 1/(2J + 1). Then, the information gets
fully scrambled in a time window of tsc ∼ log(2J + 1)/γ. Note
that tsc can not be smaller than tEF, i.e., tEF ≲ tsc. There-
fore, in strongly chaotic systems, the relaxation takes place
over a window of time trelx = (tsc − tEF) ∼ log(2J + 1). Be-
yond this, we expect that the OTOC will get saturated. To
study the relaxation, we take the quantity 1−CFz=0(nτ)/CFz=0.
The relaxation dynamics are illustrated in Fig. 4. While
Fig. 4a demonstrates the decay of 1 − CFz=0(nτ)/CFz=0 for
a few different α values, Fig. 4b illustrates that same for dif-
ferent J values while keeping α fixed. In the fully chaotic
regime, we observe that the relaxation follows an exponen-
tial decay. The figure also confirms the logarithmic scaling
of the relaxation time with the Hilbert space dimension. For
instance, trelx(J1=4000)/trelx(J2=500) ≈ 1.6, which closely matches
log(2J1 + 1)/ log(2J2 + 1) ≈ 1.3. Though not the central fo-
cus of our work, we find the relaxation dynamics an interest-
ing observation subject to further exploration.

B. Scrambling in the mixed phase space
(
α =

3
2
, β =

π

2

)

If the system is fully chaotic, the OTOC reaches a satu-
ration point followed by the initial exponential growth and
relaxation. However, an interesting scenario appears if the
classical limit of the system lies in a mixed phase space. To
be specific, the initial states with a substantial overlap with

FIG. 6. Illustration of ⟨Ŝ z⟩ versus long-time averaged OTOC for
the Floquet states associated with the mixed phase space of the KCT
model (α = 3/2 and β = π/2) in the largest subspace. Boxes (a), (b),
and (c) correspond to the Floquet states localized on the regular re-
gions of the phase space. Box (d) represents a series of chaotic states,
that display flat ⟨CFz=0⟩. The angular momentum value is taken to be
I = J = 200

the coherent states centered around stable fixed points limit
the degree of scrambling. To see this, we first consider an
initial state, which is an arbitrary mixture of coherent states
whose mean coordinates are located on the chaotic sea. Such
states can be realized by invoking Percival’s conjecture [60].
The conjecture categorizes Eigenstates or Floquet states of
the system into regular (near stable fixed points) and chaotic
states (randomly distributed across chaotic regions). Yet, it’s
important to note that Percival’s conjecture is not always ac-
curate, particularly in the deep quantum regime. Neverthe-
less, quantities such as Husimi entropy of the states can be
employed to roughly distinguish the regular states from the
chaotic ones [50]. As chaotic Floquet states are widespread
across the chaotic sea, we choose a random mixture of a hand-
ful of such states instead of infinitely many coherent states.
After initializing the system in such a mixture of states, we
compute the largest subspace OTOC by fixing the initial op-
erators A = B = Ŝ z. The corresponding results are shown in
Fig. 5. The figure compares the OTOC growth in the mixture
of chaotic states with that of the maximally mixed state. While
the former shows a growth rate of λρ ≈ 0.68, the latter grows
at a slightly lesser rate given by λI/dim ≈ 0.58. The slight dif-
ference in the growth rates highlights that the chaotic states
enhance the scrambling of information. On the contrary, the
regularity of the states centered near the regular islands causes
a slowdown of the scrambling.

We now elucidate the role of Percival’s conjecture in the
saturation of mixed phase space OTOC. To do so, we calculate
infinite time averages of the OTOC in the Floquet states and
contrast the regular states with the chaotic states:

⟨En|CFz=0|En⟩ = lim
t→∞

1
t

∫ t

0
ds⟨En|[A(s), B]†[A(s), B]|En⟩.(11)

A comparison between the chaotic and the regular states can
be drawn by plotting ⟨En|CFz=0|En⟩ versus the mean location
of |En⟩ on the phase space. The mean location can be identi-
fied by finding ⟨En|Ŝ z|En⟩, which correlates to δθ in the semi-
classical limit. Figure 6 shows ⟨En|CFz=0|En⟩ vs. ⟨En|Ŝ z|En⟩
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FIG. 7. Husimi distributions of the Floquet states of ÛFz=0. The sys-
tem parameters correspond to the mixed phase space in the classical
limit — α = 3/2 and β = π/2. The Floquet states in (a), (b), and (c)
are chosen randomly from the series of points inside the boxes (a),
(b), and (c) respectively in Fig. 6. These three states are localized
around different fixed points. (d)-(f) panels correspond to the chaotic
Floquet states randomly chosen from the box 6d.

for a fixed J = 200 and α = 3/2. The correlation between
⟨Ŝ z⟩ and δθ causes Floquet states near stable fixed points to
display identical ⟨Ŝ z⟩ values [50, 61]. In the figure, box (a)
corresponds to the series of states localized near the stable
south pole [see Fig. 7a]. The boxes (b) and (c) correspond to
the regular islands displayed in Fig. 7b and Fig. 7c. More-
over, the chaotic Floquet states typically saturate the value of
⟨En|CFz=0|En⟩ as they are delocalized in the chaotic sea. These
states are concentrated vertically along a line within box (d).
Husimi plots of three randomly chosen chaotic Floquet states
are shown in Fig. 7d-7f. Lesser values of the time-averaged
OTOC for the states chosen from boxes (a), (b), and (c) indi-
cate that the operators are less prone to get scrambled if the
initial state is localized on a regular island.

For completeness, we also compute infinite time aver-
ages of the OTOC using coherent states as initial states:
⟨δθ, δϕ|CFz=0|δθ, δϕ⟩. We focus on correlating these averages
with the classical phase space. The quantum signatures of the
classical phase space structures appear in various contexts, in-
cluding the dynamical generation of entanglement [2, 50, 62–
65], tri-partite mutual information [12], quantum discord [66]
and information gain in quantum state tomography [67, 68].
To proceed, we consider tensor products of spin coherent
states |θI , ϕI⟩ ⊗ |θJ , ϕJ⟩ and project them onto the Fz = 0 sub-
space:

|δθ, δϕ⟩ =
1
N

J∑
m=−J

µm (2J)!
(J − m)!(J + m)!

|m,−m⟩, (12)

where

µ = eiδϕ/2
(

1 + sin(δθ/2)
1 − sin(δθ/2)

)

FIG. 8. (a) and (b). Side-by-side comparison, showing the infinite-
time average of the largest subspace OTOC in the spin coherent states
(Fig. (b)) as a superb signature of classical chaos in mixed-phase
space (α = 3

2 , β =
π
2 ) as shown by the Poincaré surface of the section

in (a). The angular momentum value is taken to be I = J = 100.

α = 6, β = π/2
Dimension λFz=0 λÎz Ĵz λcl(Fz=0)

J=500 1.7108±O(10−4)
tEF ≈ 4

1.47±O(10−2)
texp ≈ 4

≈ 1.55

J=1000 1.7246±O(10−4)
tEF ≈ 4

1.362±O(10−2)
texp ≈ 4

J=2000 1.6406±O(10−3)
tEF ≈ 5

J=4000 1.6988±O(10−3)
tEF ≈ 5

TABLE I. The table illustrates the classical Lyapunov exponent of
the largest subspace (λcl(Fz=0)) and contrasts it with the OTOC growth
rate in the largest subspace (λFz=0) for different J-values. Further
contrast is made between λFz=0 and the growth rate of C Îz Ĵz (t), which
is denoted by λÎz Ĵz . We fix the parameters of the system at α = 6 and
β = π/2. Closeness of λFz=0 and λcl(Fz=0) indicates good quantum-
classical correspondence. Moreover, we observe that λÎz Ĵz is always
slightly less than λFz=0 (see the main text for more details).

andN denotes normalizing constant. We now replace the Flo-
quet states {|En⟩} with the coherent states in the Eq. (11).
Fig. 8a and 8b shows the side-by-side comparison between
the classical Poincaré section and the scatter plot of the in-
finite time averaged OTOC (unnormalized) in a mixed-phase
space (α = 3/2). We see a remarkable correlation between the
classical phase space and ⟨δθ, δϕ|CFz=0|δθ, δϕ⟩. We see that
the latter reproduces classical phase space structures, such as
regular islands and the chaotic sea. The operators are more
likely to get scrambled in states that are centered in chaotic
regions. On the other hand, the darker regions encircle stable
fixed points where the operators remain stable and less prone
to scrambling.
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FIG. 9. (a) Illustration of the early-time exponential growth of
C Îz Ĵz (nτ)/C Îz Ĵz for two different J values. The initial operators are
A = Îz ⊗ I and B = I ⊗ Ĵz. Here, α is kept fixed at 6. (b)
C Îz Ĵz (nτ)/CFz=0(nτ) vs. nτ for the same J values as before, which
aims to elucidate the influence of the largest subspace dynamics on
the overall OTOC dynamics

C. The Îz Ĵz OTOC

Here, we compute the OTOC for the entire system of KCT
by considering the initial operators A = Îz ⊗ I and B = I ⊗ Ĵz.
Since A and B commute with Fz, they can be decomposed as
A = ⊕Fz AFz , and B = ⊕Fz BFz . Accordingly, the commutator
function C(t) becomes

C Îz Ĵz
(t) =

1
(2J + 1)2

∑
Fz

Tr
[
A2

Fz
(t)B2

Fz

]
−Tr

[
AFz (t)BFz AFz (t)BFz

]
(13)

where AFz (t) = U†tFz
AFz U

t
Fz

. Given the absence of cross-terms
between different subspaces, each subspace makes an inde-
pendent contribution to the OTOC. We shall see from the nu-
merical results that C Îz Ĵz

(t) shows a growth rate slightly less
than that of CFz=0(t) over a short period. This can be intu-
itively understood by examining the following quantity:

C Îz Ĵz
(t)

CFz=0(t)
=

1
2J + 1

1 +
2J∑

Fz=−2J
Fz,0

(
1 −

|Fz|

2J + 1

)
CFz (t)

CFz=0(t)

 , (14)

where CFz (t) denotes OTOC contribution from a subspace
with quantum number Fz. Due to the fully chaotic nature,
the largest subspace will likely have the shortest Ehrenfest
time. For t ≲ tEF(Fz=0), there is a high chance that in the
subspaces close to the largest one, the OTOCs will grow
exponentially with the rates λFz,0 ⪅ λFz=0. Consequently,
CFz,0(t)/CFz=0(t) ∼ exp

{
2(λFz,0 − λFz=0)t

}
either decays ex-

ponentially but slowly or stays a constant. On the other hand,
for |Fz| ≫ 0, the quantity CFz,0(t)/CFz=0(t) decays quickly
to zero. Therefore, C ÎzĴz(t)/CFz=0(t) most likely decays for
t ≲ tEF(Fz=0). As a result, the initial growth rate of C ÎzĴz(t) is
expected to be slightly lower than that of CFz=0(t). We con-
firm this from the numerical simulations shown in Fig. 9. For
the numerical simulations, we consider α = 6, which is strong
enough to make a large number of subspaces fully chaotic.

In Fig. 9a, we plot the short-time exponential growth of the
OTOC for two different J values. The plot is normalized by

FIG. 10. Illustration of the two step relaxation of the Iz − Jz OTOC.
(a) short-time exponential decay of 1 − C Îz Ĵz (nτ)/C Îz Ĵz . The largest
subspace dynamics largely dominate this phase. (b). Long-time al-
gebraic decay of 1 −C Îz Ĵz (nτ)/C Îz Ĵz in the second-phase.

dividing C Îz Ĵz
(t) with its infinite time average. Table. I makes

a comparison between λÎz Ĵz
and λFz=0, and we see that the for-

mer is always slightly less than the latter, as inferred earlier.
The quantity C Îz Ĵz

(t)/CFz=0(t) is examined for t ≥ 1 in Fig. 9b.
The ratio initially decays with time for 1 ≤ t ≤ 3, indicating
that the largest subspace dominates. The decay time scale cor-
relates with tEF(Fz=0). The ratio will grow afterward until the
saturation, suggesting non-trivial contributions from the other
subspaces.

We now study the relaxation dynamics using the quantity
1 − C Îz Ĵz

(nτ)/C Îz Ĵz
. Recall that the subspace dynamics tran-

sition from chaotic to regular as |Fz| is increased from zero.
Consequently, we observe (i) longer Ehrenfest times with
slower growth rates and (ii) lesser saturation values as pre-
dicted by RMT in those subspaces. Due to the observations
(i) and (ii), C Îz Ĵz

(t) takes a longer time to saturate compared
to CFz=0(t). The numerical results are shown in Fig. 10. The
relaxation, as the figure suggests, proceeds in two steps. The
first phase (see Fig. 10a), which is considerably dominated by
the largest subspace dynamics, displays an exponential decay.
The decay exponent correlates with that of 1−CFz=0(t)/CFz=0.
For J = 500, the decay exponent is obtained to be ≈ 0.55. At
the end of this phase, the OTOC contributions from the sub-
spaces close to Fz = 0 almost reach a saturation point. The
relaxation then shows a crossover to an algebraic law ∼ t−0.73,
where the smaller subspace dynamics dominate. Moreover,
due to the regular dynamics of those subspaces, we observe
large fluctuations in the quantity 1 − C Îz Ĵz

(t)/C Îz Ĵz
as t ap-

proaches infinity. As α increases further, smaller subspaces
eventually become chaotic, leading to sharper decay in the
first phase and flatter dynamics in the second phase.

D. The Îx Ĵx OTOC

Here, we study the operator growth for the local operators
that do not commute with F̂z. Specifically, we take A = Îx ⊗ I
and B = I ⊗ Ĵx. Unlike Îz and Ĵz, these operators do not ad-
mit the decomposition into disjoint invariant subspaces. Thus,
OTOC dynamics are mixed across various subspaces. We aim
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FIG. 11. (a) The OTOC when the initial operators are A = Îx ⊗ I and
B = I ⊗ Ĵx for two different J values. The parameters are kept fixed
at α = 6 and β = π/2. (b) Illustration of the early-time exponential
growth on the semi-log scale.

to contrast the scrambling in this case with the previous one.
First, for the initial operators A and B, it is useful to note that
the following:

Û†Fz
AÛF′z , 0

Û†Fz
BÛF′z , 0

 iff F′z = Fz ± 1, (15)

where ÛFz remains (2J + 1)2-dimensional, but acts non-
trivially on the Fz-subspace alone. We again emphasize that
the Fz = 0 subspace typically drives the overall OTOC dy-
namics. However, the observation in Eq. (15) results in van-
ishing 4-point correlators at all the subspace levels, i.e.,

Tr
[
Û†tFz

AÛ t
Fz

BÛ†tFz
AÛ t

Fz
B
]
= 0 ∀Fz and t ≥ 0. (16)

On the contrary, the 4-point correlators that connect adjacent
subspaces as given by Tr

[
Û†tFz

AÛ t
Fz±1BÛ†tFz

AÛ t
Fz±1B

]
remain

non-vanishing. The intertwining of adjacent subspace evolu-
tions ÛFz and ÛFz±1 causes slow down of the OTOC dynamics
whenever the largest subspace is supposedly dominant.

We now numerically calculate C Îx Ĵx
(nτ) for two different

values of J, namely, J = 150 and J = 250. The corre-
sponding results are plotted in Fig. 12. Figure 12a demon-
strates growth of C Îx Ĵx

(nτ)/C Î xĴx
and the corresponding short-

time exponential growth is depicted in Fig. 12b. The pa-
rameters α and β are kept fixed at 6 and π/2, respectively,
as before. The exponential growth appears within the regime
1 ≤ t ≤ 3 for both values of J. Through the exponential
fitting, we find λÎx Ĵx(J=150) ≈ 1.305 and λÎx Ĵx(J=250) ≈ 1.388,
which are roughly about the same as those of λÎz Ĵz

, but with
a minute difference (see Table. I). However, the OTOC dis-
plays slower relaxation in the intermediate regime than in
the previous case. For instance, for J = 250, we observe
(1−C Îx Ĵx

(t)/C Îx Ĵx
) ∼ exp{−0.15t}, which is in contrast with the

previous case, where (1 −C Îz Ĵz
(t)/C Îz Ĵz

) ∼ exp{−0.6t}. Hence,
the above inference about the slowdown of OTOC dynamics
is justified.

Beyond the exponential decay, the quantity 1−C Îx Ĵx
(t)/C Îx Ĵx

displays a crossover to an algebraic law. For J=250, through
the power law fitting of the data in this regime, we find that the

FIG. 12. Relaxation dynamics of the Iz − Jz OTOC. In (a), the
short-time exponential decay of 1−C Îx Ĵx (nτ)/C Îx Ĵx is shown, which is
slower than its Iz−Jz counterpart (see text). (b). Long-time relaxation
following algebraic decay ∼ t−1.065 and ∼ t−0.85 respectively for J =
150 and J = 250.

relaxation follows an approximate scaling ∼ t−0.85, which is
slightly faster than the earlier case of 1−C Îz Ĵz

(t)/C Îz Ĵz
∼ t−0.75.

Moreover, due to the regular dynamics associated with the
smaller subspaces of the KCT model, the saturation is usu-
ally accompanied by fluctuations around the mean value of
the OTOC.

We now evaluate CRMT for the given operators A and B.
To obtain the random matrix value of the OTOC, we replace
the Floquet operator Û of the KCT model in the OTOC with
V̂ = ⊕Fz V̂Fz , where V̂ ∈ CUE(2J +1− |Fz|), which is followed
by the ensemble average. The observation in Eq. (15) assists
in simplifying the COE average of the two-point and four-
point correlators as follows:

C2 =
1

(2J + 1)2

∑
Fz

Tr
[
Û†Fz

A2ÛFz B2
]

=
1

(2J + 1)2

∑
Fz

Tr
(
[A2]T

Fz
B2

)
+ Tr

(
[A2]Fz

)
Tr

(
[B2]Fz

)
2J + 2 − |Fz|

(17)

and

C4 =
1

(2J + 1)2

∑
Fz

Tr
[
Û†Fz

AÛFz±1BÛ†Fz
AÛFz±1B

]
= 0, (18)

where [A2]Fz = IFz A
2IFz and IFz is an identity operator acting

exclusively on the Fz-subspace, i.e., IFz ≡ IFz ⊕ Orest, the null
matrix Orest acts on rest of the subspaces. It then follows that
CRMT = C2.

IV. SCRAMBLING, OPERATOR ENTANGLEMENT AND
COHERENCE

The previous section has been devoted to the OTOCs for
the initial operators having smooth classical limits. Now, we
focus on the random Hermitian operators taken from the uni-
tarily invariant Gaussian ensemble (GUE). In this case, the
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OTOCs lack an initial Lyapunov phase due to the inherent ran-
domness of the operators with no obvious classical limits. In
bipartite quantum systems, the OTOCs have a connection with
the linear operator entanglement entropy of the system evolu-
tion when the initial operators are local Haar random unitaries
[5, 46]. In this section, we show that the relationship persists
for the GUE operators as well. Additionally, for the diago-
nal GUE matrices, we find that the OTOCs are related to the
coherence-generating power introduced in Ref. [69].

A. GUE initial operators

Given an arbitrary bipartite unitary U, we are interested in
calculating the OTOC for two initial operators A = O1 ⊗ I and
B = I ⊗ O2, where O1 ∈ GUE(d1) and O2 ∈ GUE(d2). For
simplicity, we take d1 = d2. Then, by averaging out these
operators over GUE, the OTOC can be obtained as a function
of the dynamics alone. By noting that the GUE is unitary
invariant, we obtain the following:∫

O
O2dO =

∫
O

dO
∫

u∈U(d)
duu†O2u

=
1
d

∫
O

dO Tr
(
O2

)
I

= d.Id, (19)

where in the third equality, we substituted
∫

Tr
(
O2

)
= d2 and

d denotes dimension of the operator O. We then obtain

C2(t) = Tr
[
Û†t

(∫
dO1O2

1

)
Û t

(∫
dO2O2

2

)]
. (20)

From Eq. (19), we get C2(t) = d4. We now consider the four-
point correlator:

C4(t) = Tr
[
Û†tO1Û tO2Û†tO1Û tO2

]
= Tr

[
S Û†t⊗2{O1 ⊗ O1}Û t⊗2{O2 ⊗ O2}

]
. (21)

Similar to Eq. (19), by utilizing the unitary invariance of the
GUE again, we get∫

O
(O ⊗ O)dO =

∫
O

dO
∫

u∈U(d)
duu†⊗2O⊗2u⊗2. (22)

The second integral can be solved as follows:∫
u∈U(d)

duu†⊗2O⊗2u⊗2 =


Tr(O)2

d2 − 1
−

Tr
(
O2

)
d(d2 − 1)

 Id2

−

 Tr(O)2

d(d2 − 1)
−

Tr
(
O2

)
d2 − 1

 S

 .(23)

where S swaps the quantum states between the Hilbert space
H1(2) and its replica. It then follows that∫

O
(O ⊗ O) = S , (24)

where we made the following substitutions:∫
O

dO Tr(O)2 = d∫
O

dO Tr
(
O2

)
= d2. (25)

Accordingly, upon averaging over the local GUE matrices, the
four-point correlator becomes

C4(t) = Tr
[
S 11(Û†t)⊗2S 11(Û t)⊗2

]
. (26)

It then follows that

CGUE(t) =
1
d2

[
d4 − Tr

[
S 11(Û†t)⊗2S 11(Û t)⊗2

]]
, (27)

where the second term is related to the linear entanglement
entropy of quantum evolutions [46].

B. Random diagonal initial operators

Here, the initial operators are A = O1× I and B = I⊗O2 and
we take O1 and O2 to be Gaussian diagonal operators. These
operators naturally commute with the total magnetization op-
erator F̂z.

O1 =

d−1∑
i=0

xi|i⟩⟨i| and O2

d−1∑
i=0

yi|i⟩⟨i|, (28)

where xi and yi are independent Gaussian random variables.
It then follows that ∫

O1(2)

O2
1(2)dO1(2) = I1(2),

and
∫

O1(2)

(O1(2) ⊗ O1(2))dO1(2) =

d−1∑
i, j=0

δi j|i j⟩⟨i j|. (29)

Since the operators A and B commute with Fz, the computa-
tions can be done for each subspace separately. Therefore,

C2(t) = d2

C4(t) =
∑
Fz

∑
i jkl

⟨ ji|U†⊗2
Fz

(t)|kk⟩⟨kk|U⊗2
Fz

(t)|ll⟩δliδl j

=
∑
Fz

∑
kl

⟨kk|Û⊗2
Fz

(t)|ll⟩⟨ll|Û†⊗2
Fz

(t)|kk⟩

=
∑
Fz

∑
kl

|⟨k|ÛFz (t)|l⟩|
4 (30)

Hence the commutator function is given by

CdGUE(t) = 1 −
1
d2

∑
Fz

∑
kl

|⟨k|ÛFz (t)|l⟩|
4. (31)

This is closely related to the coherence generating power
(CGP) of the time evolution operator [69].
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V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

The central question concerning quantum chaos is how
classically chaotic dynamics inform us about specific prop-
erties of quantum systems, e.g., the energy spectrum, nature
of eigenstates, correlation functions, and, more recently, en-
tanglement. Alternatively, what features of quantum systems
arise since their classical description is chaotic? It is now well
understood that if the quantum system has an obvious clas-
sical limit, then the dynamics of quantities like entanglement
entropy and the OTOC are characterized by the corresponding
classical Lyapunov exponents (see for example [38] and refer-
ences therein). Recently, the study of OTOC and scrambling
of quantum information as quantified by operator growth has
witnessed a surge in interest. This is supplemented by the role
of non-integrability, symmetries, and chaos in the above as
well as in the study of thermalization and statistical aspects of
many-body quantum systems. Our work is an attempt to ex-
plore operator scrambling and OTOCs and the role of symme-
tries and conserved quantities in the process. For this purpose,
we have employed a model system of KCTs that is simple
enough yet exhibits rich dynamics. Many-body quantum sys-
tems have an intimate connection with quantum chaos. There
had been a significant push in understanding the issues involv-
ing thermalization, irreversibility, equilibration, and coherent
backscattering and the effects of quantum interference in such
systems. ETH offers a rich platform to understand several of
these phenomena. However, one needs to be extra careful in
attributing chaos and non-integrability to ETH, as recent stud-
ies have shown that even a classical LMG model displays ETH
properties [70, 71]. In our work, we have considered the sim-
plest many-body system, the kicked coupled top, which is rich
enough to allow us to study these aspects. We have taken up
this line of study and explored how information propagates
with operator scrambling and how the incompatibility of two
operators can quantify this with time.

We have numerically studied the OTOCs in the KCT model,
which exhibits chaos in the classical limit and conserves the
angular momentum along the z-axis. The conservation law
enables us to partition the system into distinct invariant sub-
spaces with constant magnetization. We first considered the

largest invariant subspace and examined the scrambling in
the fully chaotic regime. We observed an excellent quantum-
classical correspondence between the OTOC growth rate and
the classical Lyapunov exponents. We then studied the mixed
phase space OTOC dynamics with the help of Pervival’s con-
jecture. By initializing the system in a random mixture of the
chaotic Floquet states, we studied the OTOC growth and con-
trasted it with the maximally mixed state. The results indicate
that the operators are more likely to get scrambled if the ini-
tial state is chosen from the chaotic sea. This is reflected both
in the short-time as well as the long-time behavior. Subse-
quently, we extended our analysis to the entire KCT system,
investigating OTOCs for two distinct choices of initial opera-
tors. We found that the scrambling behavior differs depending
on the choice of initial operators. Furthermore, conservation
laws have been observed to impede operator dynamics, re-
gardless of the choice of the initial operators. We then showed
that the OTOC averaged over the local GUE operators is re-
lated to the operator entanglement as observed recently [46].
Moreover, the OTOC is related to the coherence generating
power for the diagonal Gaussian operators [69].

One of the central focuses in quantum information science
is to simulate these systems on a quantum device and on the
related issues involving quantifying the complexity of these
simulations, benchmarking these simulations in the presence
of errors, and exploring connections to quantum chaos in these
systems. How is information scrambling related to the com-
plexity of simulating many-body quantum systems [72]? We
hope our study paves for the exploration of these intriguing
directions.
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